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Before: HALL, O’SCANNLAIN, and PAEZ, Circuit Judges.  

Ruihua Zheng, a native and citizen of China, petitions for review of the

Board of Immigration Appeals’ decision affirming the Immigration Judge’s (“IJ”)

denial of her application for withholding of removal.  We have jurisdiction
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pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for substantial evidence, see Hakeem v.

INS, 273 F.3d 812, 816 (9th Cir. 2001), and we deny the petition.

  Substantial evidence supports the IJ’s determination that Zheng failed to

show that it is more likely than not that she will be subject to persecution if

removed to China.  See Hoxha v. Ashcroft, 319 F.3d 1179, 1185 (9th Cir. 2003);

see also Prasad v. INS, 47 F.3d 336, 340 (9th Cir. 1995).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


